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a week would seriously impede cultivation, especially since the
flow in the channels had been affected by reduction in the
water let down below the Mettur Dam, the installation of a large
number of power pumps between the Dam and the Channel heads
and the natural formation of shoals in the river bed close to the-
channel bed regulator. He pointed out further that the contention
of the Executive Engineer, River Conservancy Division, that
even if the Mettur Reservoir be closed for irrigation, still the
hydroelectric discharge of 3000 cusecs would be maintained was
found to be untenable since the hydro-electric discharge itself was
not constant and liable to stoppage owing to water shortage
in the reservoir. The Collector held the view that the apprehen-
sions of the ryots had considerable force and deserved careful
consideration.
The Government, in their Memorandum, No. 100099.
3/52-4, P.W. (I), dated 15th February, 1953, referred the corres-
pondence with the Collector to the Chief Engineer (Irrigation) for
further urgent comments through the Board of Revenue,
particularly as regards the alleged legal rights of the ryots being
affected. In his letter No. 707/53 J.6, dated the 15th May, 1953,.
the Chief Engineer commented in detail on the points raised by
the Collector as follows :
(a) although a suspension of water supply was ordered
initially, yet these orders were subesequently
modified, abandoning, after four days, the turn-
system and introducing a regulated and continuous
supply;
(&) the allegation of the petitioners of serious loss or
damage to crops was totally without foundation
since the period of suspended supply was very short
and on the resumption of continuous supply even
the tail and channel lands received more than one
inch of water; and
(c) concerning the claim for continuous supply on the
basis of ancient inherited rights, it was, of course,
necessary to obtain legal opinion, but the rights-
of the cultivators had to give precedence to the
superior authority of the State to regulate the water
in public streams, so as to utilise the available
water to the best advantage. This fact had been
emphasized in recent High Court judgement, where
the opinion had been expressed that " in years of
shortage, the only obligation of Government was to
make an equitable distribution of water". The same
judicial opinion had been supported in an earlier
judgement of the Madras High Court (of 1930) that,
the ryot was only entitled to claim that the supply